Abstract. We correct a sign error in the principal result of our paper [LS].
Note that the order of the variables on the right side is different from the order in the original (incorrect) assertion. This modification makes the correct assertion of our principal result, Thm. (4.1) on p. 118, that the diagram displayed in its statement commutes up to a sign of (−1) nd . We will list all the modifications after giving the proof of (the corrected) Proposition (3.3.1).
Here are our notations and conventions. We use the convention in [EGAIII, Chap. 0, 11.4.2] for the Leray spectral sequence associated to a composite of appropriate left exact functors between appropriate abelian categories. (Cf. [C1] , especially the discussion on pp. 1-2 concerning double complexes and the discussion on pp. 4-5 concerning the commutativity of (3.6.4) of [C] . Cf. also [C, p. 62 
• which under our hypotheses is clearly a quasi-isomorphism. The displayed formula on p. 114, line −5, viz.,
] is special instance of (τ ). In the arguments that follow we will be using other instances of (τ ) not specifically covered by loc.cit. or the line following it. 
If F : A → B is a left exact functor between abelian categories and A has enough injectives, then for integers p, q and an object X ∈ A with injective resolution [C, p. 8, (1.3.4) ]. Also compare with [C, p.35, (2.3.8 
)].)
We now begin the proof of the modified Prop. (3.3.1). First, (3.2.3) is an isomorphism of δ-functors, in the sense that for any A-
then the following diagram commutes:
The commutativity of (3.2.3) can be worked out from the just mentioned facts.
The proof of the modified Proposition (3.3.1) is along the lines of the given proof on pp. 114-115, taking into account diagram (3.2.3) . Our main strategy (implicit in the original proof) is to find analogues for every complex and every arrow in DIAG for the associated "stable" Koszul complexes, using (3.2.3) for comparison. This will result in a diagram DIAG involving stable Koszul complexes which is isomorphic to DIAG, from which we will read off the asserted result. In greater detail let ν : H 
The two identity maps (equalities) arise from (τ ). Indeed if Z • is such that Z i = 0 for i > r then (τ ) is an equality of complexes. We will use this fact later (in the right column of (C • )). From its definiton one checks that the map ν is given by the rule
If we prove that
commutes, then the corrected Proposition (3.3.1) follows.
To save space what follows is the skeleton of a diagram relating DIAG and DIAG -the outer rectangle representing DIAG and the inner rectangle representing DIAG and the arrows between them being given by (3.2.3).
Our interest is in showing that 5 commutes. Since the outer rectangle and the inner rectangle commute and the downward pointing arrows are isomorphisms, It remains to prove that 4 commutes. This requires us to elaborate the map on the right column of DIAG. It is the composite
3) we have a commutative diagram (horizontal arrows from (3.2.3)):
The diagram (C • ) is functorial in C • in a sense we now make precise. Denote the left column of of (C • ) by L(C • ) and the right column by R(
As is standard in such situations, an arrow between two columns of the same length is to be interpreted as a commutative diagram connecting the two columns. The functoriality of (C • ) means that the natural diagram
/ / R(D • ) commutes. Note that the above, when unpackaged, is a three dimensional diagram. 
